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Abstract

In previous literatures, the capital structure is unstable as the adjustment cost exist
which is supposed to deviate from the optimal capital structure temporarily. In this paper,
we use the two-stage model to investigate the difference between the factor of the capital
structure adjustment process and the adjustment speed. Based on the dynamic capital
structure theory, we examine that the agency costs or the asymmetric information is intend
to impact the adjustment of capital structure more. Our empirical researches are consist
with Berger et al. (1997) which is that the higher agency costs firms is faster than lower
agency costs in adjustment speed of target capital structure. It shows the manager probably
will raise a loan as there is a threat of merger and acquisition. In addition, we also find that
the higher the level of asymmetric information firms is faster than lower ones, in other
words, when firms are subject to financial constraints, managers have incentive to adjust
the capital structure to reduce the asymmetric information. Regardless of agency costs, the
lower the level of asymmetric information firms will reflect greater asymmetric
information effect, but higher ones reflect greater agency cost effect. Finally, we embed the
macroeconomic variables and find that the adjustment speed is higher than before. It shows
firms are able to enhance the original effect. The contribution of this research make up a

deficiency in the adjustment speed of target capital structure.

Keywords: Dynamic Capital Structure, Adjustment Speed of Target Capital Structure,
Agency Costs, Asymmetric Information
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AT HAHF L 1993 & 3 2009 £ 2 & T pAirip M T AL kR 5 COMPUSTAT
FTHE? ZR G I 2P B FeBAY A MY FE2 0 AR E- BT %5 8
s & A ¥ (SIC code 60-69)2 B¢ ¥ % (SIC code 49)2_ th & 5 ¥ ?t » = @ ins@ ik
G-Index F #L % /& = Investor Responsibility Research Center (IRRC) 3 4% & ; I ** > 4p B B4
BFALE G ridif o HAR AL A IR DS 0 v 9T % 2 Panel Data & § 663'2 F

Bk ARG L 1271 L FH -

SRR APPRT AL RKTA

) g FLgE

B T AR YRS L F A B F L R R R
£ & > Thies and Klock (1992) ~ Fama and French (2002):% % 53t 6 § F v F w73 5 2

PIEILE B A A F P 2 A F ABHEER XA 0 Welch (2004) 473 s § IR AT

VA ETHR AT A RAERMEREAL > A ARl )?J\'" » 4 Morellec et al. (2012) & F &+ » &
2 7 13,159 EL?}?»I’E ~ 809 R 7 A 5t #b > Chou, Chang, and Huang (2012) # #% & 5 4,297 L% & >
AN BERIERD RN AES o
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ALERPDHEFFEFEIFERIEY O RFIGNRES AT R P F AL
FTaEAAD FaEe PR 27 & § A ¢t b Titman and Wessels (1988) ~ Rajan and
Zingales (1995)R] fe Pk * th g f it F 83 S f Frt FIFLFE 2P T AL A2
Rl d WF AR INEF ARDES AL EE L BREM Ba J ord F
EPBREPIAFEEFLITNF AR R AT RESE TR L G F RN G
BT o

1.te o 4§ & 5 (BTDig) -

1)

#¢ 5 SDj +LDjes i 2P etz f R aTA RS I 2P A tP2tEe LFAE -

2. & & £ # § 1+ % (BLDig) :

HY s IDjea i 2P bt 2 EHEFRF > aTAGR Z I 27 Lt tka BT 4 -

3.7 FHRE v 5 (MTDiy) :

SDi,t+LDi,t
SDi,t+LDi,t+Si,tPi,t

MTD;, = 3)

#9 o SDj +LDjes i 2Ptz f AR S PR AT 2P At i hrhk

B EUOLE > TRES @

4.7 FE B § v F(MLDit) -

LDj ¢

MLD;, =
L8 ™ SD; +LD;j ¢+S; Pyt

(4)
He LD i 2 F et LW f FRE - AS,PRIE 127 &tz inid &bk

;,f;jﬁs;s;f%: , E:’l"’}’g_é'r_:‘ B o
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(=) AP HFPEANERER 2L FE

BT 2 Rt P RT j&j;}f#i A A FT D P BRI 2 A

=T

~

=

%f#i g o > 4T
D;t = Q¢ t Bi,tXi,t—l + &t (5)

B9 o X1 e BEPIRT A2 & AL - %95 Drobetz et al. (2006)4p 1 fw &
% @EBIT) S 2 Pl 4 2 SR Ph;» §Ea (MB): 2P A k& Lip 4 2 hm
i 2P ARE(LNTA); T AP B @(FA); 2-f F /% (Dep)frd 2 P 52§ F 97
A2 G P HEREFT(RD)ZFEAVFTALARSIEE I MENECF): 244
v ? de(Ind_Med) 5 240> ko2 SRR S gL R0 ik 95 Cook etal. (2010)2 3% 2

GDP = £ (GDP) ¥ % #2 5 i 4} o
(2) HEF22§FE

AY A RBEHIN TR E R > 1% Gompersetal. (2003) G-Index 4+ k455t
PipRERAR I TR L P RTABEAFER

Gompers et al. (2003) F1* = @ #r% = F BEE EH T L FE R LB NS
%%—J‘zﬁ%’i}lifﬁ‘fljéi’ APz ME o B EE N DT F L EAEP Y SR RE
15 (G-Index) > % & MEE GERR S St B 0 K D P R TR hRNE B R A4
UL o3 2P F AR A RFOOBE A A AR §EMO TR EF 2

FORRARAIG S 0 TR P iAo S PR ERG AR Rl AR

2 P~p 3t Amit Goya #t 2 i 2 R 8 F f: 500 2 3448 5 Ay % 0 hitp://www.hec.unil.ch/agoyal/ -
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GAEFF S FALNEA FRFESRS % - Bebchuk etal. (2009) Pz # Gompers et
al. (2003) %2458 = @ F BEE 4R o FHNE ST K @B L B ES 658 F B E

T4

WH @A T - A2 P AT e+ A (FE-Index -

Cz

k2 4igg ¥ GoIndex 2 7 i34 B p CIRRCF AL IRRCH B 5 F 1 3 2 7 eh

%

FUpARM R o R EF TR SR T AR P INEREGE - IRRC2 2P

~m

JodeE 23 38 L AT- % > Fp R 21990 % - 10934 ~ 1995 ~ 1998# ~ 20004 ~ 2002
£ 20044 ~ 2006 2. [ 7 F4L » 0t 0 k2 B2 F GindexshnE (> 0 B 1L 2w BoRT-

% { #7E B ehG-index#t % &
(2) Fa7 B2 8

B F T U] AR AR L e Rl 421 & 4 > Myersand Majluf (1984)3% 5 2 7
ARET R TG 0 TR AL G FID IR AGRR G g IE
EAAEFR2FAPNT L A LR NP EREE B 2RTWE T R BT

AL e g b 7 Ul R PR StiB 2 2 kb 4o Fazzerietal. (1988) 11 £ #2514 %

ART RN g L@ N A ROLIE R F A2 P F LTI RT U 9B
Fi ot Fazzerietal. (1993){ - #H ¥ 1% FEF & A@F nd L U ehiz o F 2

#t » Hadlock etal. (2010) R # 1 SA-Index » ¥ 2> 7 *L(Size) 2 2 7 i #4(Age) ¥ { 7 1/
Foor RSP RTUHIARR 5 A9 0 Kaplanetal. (1997):2 5% 58 8 - o2 2 2 i
¥k G ook §FR 2 0 %A ¥ e Lamontetal. (2001)1]* Kaplan and Zingales (1997)#%
& 0 1 Logit it g Al 4 1 KZ-Index » 700 475 f TN R AR B 2 R A

BN ERR CAPM R 2T

3 P~p * Andrew Metrick #7 = & 2. G-index F #¢ > http://faculty.som.yale.edu/andrewmetrick/ -
4 G4e 1991  fr 1992 # FL g7 1090 # 4 ke o 12 gt AR
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KZ-Index= 0.283(Q;,) — 1.315(CASH; ;) + 3.139(TLTD;,) — 1.002(CF;,) — 39.368(TDIV;,) (6)

:;E\'} ’Qi,t’ ,1—:»7* f%”}’gta Loy 1 \1$ﬂp ’F']‘)?}}'ri;l'j%]% ]E.ﬁ;u&a?\}id,g‘yl% IE' .
CASHj > &V N2 P4 PRES Y REAT R UBHART A -
TLTDje > 5 f v 5> 02 @4 f FRIF AT A -

CFip» 3EMEF > U2PFHRZRATFUDPALT A ¢
A

TDIVi, > & Alie & 5 > 02 @ R qlg v ) AL
;\ﬁﬁimkﬁgﬁ%k%ﬁﬁt

BRENABETASHEENT Y RFERH S PHN T ASEARTEEFFE A
B TG PIRTASHEL AT FR 2 TE LA o MY ES 2 ll?c" » A
&% 4 5o H - > 5 Hovakimian, Opler, and Titman (2001)-Famaetal. (2002) 2 Kayhan
and Titman (2007) & * z_ The two-stage model » H i & # % - FHPIET AR
Flos FFH AR B it E k@700 A i fFRlz# S # - > & Flanneryand
Rangan (2006) ~ Lemmon, Roberts, and Zender (2008) 2 Jensen (1986) % + #ti * The
reduce-from model > 4p #>* The two-stage model B 7 12 { & 43 LR D F#E R o & (s »
Ao e A 5 The two-stage model » v/ 38 (7 P RF & S B R 2 RIGE
PP e o

FoREo AR P2 PRFTASHED TR AP ERT MG fe i BAEF

PPN E T e H3E 4o
[Stage 1] Dik,t = i + BitXit—1 + Ei¢ (7)

2P oDje i 2@ et 2 PHEFASE  EZFECIH 27 ko0 R X T

T2 og R A AAE S F R T r NP RF T ARG FIN T3 o
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HTR GBI bR EDHT RN P IRT AR P DT AR - K

3

TED =D A FHEI S FIH AT EBAN SR 8 KR E W

D AB IR MERAP PR FABEE R R AET AR
1P T AR LBE ) K (7)H R A 2 BT A B HEDLA ~ 2 (B) 1 16,

HHD BT AREAFE R LR B E e

[Stage 2] Dit — Dit—1 = 8i¢(Dj — Dix—1) + &ir (8)

FAREFDSOERLT > XPBFETASHEIEF T RAE S A T § o0 g
P’]‘%‘:‘f?j‘ﬁé‘f#%’—,ﬁ 2T R MBS Ll N AFELAER 2P T
PR IEFREAE A FIRINMSAFENFTE SR AT IAFER > F6=1
AANPEVEAFIERGRE <L 27 AL AN G A L 2P EELIE DN

ENCS
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E-RRESERAH

BA A2 BRI LA G-Index & T A 4 KZ-Index £ 5 A 8% 1 AT
FHRAFPODHFEZ AR o F o A% r RIS AT HHE LHMEARERE S

BN FRAR P RTASEAFERLF 22 INAF P IRE TIPS RER

)

=

Fb o B fS o RN FIY b AT § I RHEARSE Ko R A DR TS A JE

P R o
SRR 2 DR S S ) FWL s

121993 & 3 2009 £ 2. ZFHrF b 2 F LA A RS P in Rk G-index
S E R U i KZ-Index 17 5 & #giR 8 > B d ] < @] ik 30% ~ ¢ 40%% 2
30%4 %3k 5 W32 = & (Strong Governance) ~ ¥ 32 = A (Median Governance)fr g
12 = # (Weak Governance) ; g 7 #2441 ( Low Financial Constraints) ~ ¢ g 7 '] ( Median
Financial Constraints){-% g 7 *24/( High Financial Constraints) % = % & o b » -4t 4¢
PR FERAFOOEHEITLRMBIENE LT

HA AR AL s kv gd £- 2 f 1 F(BTD~BLD » MTD ~ MLD) »
2P AF(LnTA) ~ 3 ik 1 (MB) ~ F AR § E(FA) -~ R &R E(CF)2 A% f fv?

=#kc(ind_ Med) % $#ic > (TR P AR AEREZ O 4FH o

B f v 52 6 0 Modigliani and Miller (1963)# &1 ¥ & B3 Mk 18 > 205 v i
RGN A EF P @k Jensen and Meckling (1976) ~ Haugen and Senbet
(1978)it - Hp T EAEAAEHE LA A7 AGFLFHRADTH > 2T HEE
Flfpgrckaded > 2 g L F A ARBLTRAE 2P HEATL A ARARE ]
FHERFBAAW - wF 3 AEPERF AH TR G826 F2F A

TREUEEAGA NERT A R PR AGRAORELIEE 00 BLE A
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RB PP F it f P A RIS AR o AN PR FARR §E

¥

& > d * Jensen and Meckling (1976):n 5 #2% h & A2 B3 72 - 223 15 - K2
FAym § BRRFTLE L o P FHELE P RANH S 2T R 7 g
N ;%: BooPRTE R AR 2 0 H oo P e ?‘é*’fﬁ#ﬂ ;%': Rt ST AR U A8

A}

Eoyl"?ﬂ’é
q’!i!

E AT S R @R AR PfEE £ B4 2 b Jensen

®

PTG e TR 2 BRI AIRER D P X R TR 2 g

SRR PHER GRCRRT  RE AR R
FRERKF LTI ERT TRE R AR ARFHNT > BB FEG 0§ T
PO A AT AP A KR e Bl FH M AR BRE ) § A

ARFOST 0 FRFHILFRFFTREFGORT L0 SRR RS ARE

|
=l

i § o HIL & n

I

SEE B TN IL S AR Ko P oo
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- T HRAFIRAEIAEAE P2 ARG

*v gk 1993 & 3 2009 &2 £ FeT b 2Pk T g0k &gk £ (60-69)% B ¥ £ (49) k& o 4o > H-ik i Drobetz etal. (2006)¢ 4 31 2= f i (Dep) ; fi# L
#(EBIT) ; 2 7 L H(LnTA) ; # H 15 5 1+ (MB) 5 2 @ 2LH(LnTA) ; FA4H § ©(FA); # 1 #E % * (RD); R4& ML (CF); A% ¢ #ic(Ind_Med) % $dc> 1% 22 p
7 zk._‘%fﬁ o AT o F iéij“-la‘ﬁf% G-Index FAL %k 5 IRRC FALE » 1T 5 27 AL MEE P& SFHE o &2 #-G-Index d -] @ < £ 7] > & 30% ~ 40%% 30%3K% 5 M ALK
& (Strong Governance) ~ ¥ 32 = & (Median Governance){r% 32 = 4 (Weak Governance) > 11 % & % & N IZ = & 42 & 2 4k & (Full Sample) - #. {8 > BB L B Bk 2% F AL
FABRE LD AT E AT HFLALR

Full Sample Strong Governance Median Governance Weak Governance

Variable Mean Median Std.Dev. Mean Median Std.Dev. Mean Median Std. Dev. Mean Median Std. Dev.  Strong-Weak
BTD 0.22 0.21 0.18 0.21 0.18 0.19 0.22 0.20 0.18 0.24 0.24 0.15 -71.54  Fx*
BLD 0.19 0.17 0.16 0.18 0.14 0.18 0.19 0.16 0.17 0.20 0.19 0.14 -6.87  ***
MTD 0.20 0.15 0.20 0.19 0.12 0.21 0.19 0.14 0.19 0.23 0.19 0.19 -8.76  ***
MLD 0.17 0.12 0.18 0.16 0.09 0.19 0.16 0.12 0.17 0.20 0.16 0.17 -8.64  *x*
Dep 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.05 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.02 2.86  ***
EBIT 0.09 0.10 0.13 0.09 0.10 0.13 0.08 0.10 0.14 0.09 0.10 0.10 -2.63  ***
LnTA 7.20 7.11 1.76 6.78 6.61 1.83 7.20 7.08 1.79 7.63 7.62 1.55 -20.60  ***
MB 1.73 1.30 1.36 1.88 1.39 1.52 1.80 1.34 1.40 1.49 1.18 1.07 12.48  ***
FA 0.30 0.24 0.21 0.29 0.24 0.21 0.30 0.23 0.22 0.31 0.26 0.20 -4.08  Fx*
RD 0.03 0.00 0.06 0.04 0.00 0.07 0.04 0.00 0.07 0.02 0.00 0.03 1141  ***
CF 0.03 0.04 0.10 0.02 0.04 0.10 0.03 0.04 0.11 0.04 0.05 0.07 -9.77  *x*
Ind_Med_BTD 0.21 0.20 0.09 0.20 0.19 0.09 0.21 0.20 0.09 0.21 0.20 0.08 -2.67  ***
Ind_Med_BLD 0.17 0.16 0.08 0.16 0.15 0.09 0.17 0.16 0.08 0.17 0.16 0.08 -3.06  ***
Ind_Med_MTD 0.17 0.14 0.11 0.16 0.13 0.11 0.17 0.14 0.11 0.17 0.14 0.11 -3.80 ***
Ind_Med_MLD 0.14 0.11 0.10 0.13 0.10 0.10 0.14 0.11 0.10 0.14 0.11 0.10 -3.16  ***
Obs. 11,271 3,381 4,509 3,381

*o Kk Rk w) L 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%z B E R HE o
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BF ALV RTURANRAS > AL BEE L F 0 F(BTD ~ BLD » MTD ~
MLD) ~ f# 4 % 2 4(EBIT)~ 7 § k6 1 (MB)~ 2 @ AH(LnTA) ~ T A 44 1§ & (FA) ~
LAEE f Y ik(Ind_Med) % R#c > T UH o P 2 .

g frt 52 g 0 Jensen and Meckling (1976) 4 7+ 58 % f fmF L 4~ F 2
B PE O MBE R PP AR AL R hi A LA BT R o

PRI A B g;g B R FHEMITL R G4 E o 2P Myersand Majluf (1984)

\-R?

AR ORI EEY R T ASAEMNRETES A TP Y HENF
ERRCEURTES AN FRTEILIRFE AN BART UL 0
FNERRTREZ EHRTETRT A AR RV FEFOMG > DA EF RSN
gE-HE TR AAAP T gR-HEH T EF A

BBRT A 23 B WG 2 G oo Myersand Majluf (1984)32 5 A F A 7 $HfLERY o

FAEPIARFR NG ARMILBIE AT RALNNTESAEF BT el

\

amq;;@ LR RE 0 2 a,ﬁf‘%dvg‘isb;%\,fp;}?’ﬁ—gzﬁ&;mq\ }4135\?49&%
SR B P A KSR H*%\F"bﬁ'g;bl Jﬁ(rgmlx%nim:}’%l £
o %ﬁ%?‘ﬂ%ﬂ??ﬂﬁ 7%1*564 LR f‘ﬁ*?f‘ﬁﬁé?@ﬁﬂé}fj o ks AN PRI TF

AfP § E> & > Almeidaand Campello (2004)z% 5 d *v% Fh72 =2 > o o 7 R

F
v

s /ﬁ»ﬁ”ﬁiliﬁ"Kﬁ’&rgﬁiﬁg\'ﬂ\bk’?$%\ﬂ\i;ﬁr}’},;1, ﬁé SE T For A

FAMN G EAMER BRI B § 4L KRS P IE T T

BEATR o AR R PR AP RIA T i) BB FARD G EL &5 RE BT U
e FES S AN RTRY O DPAELRT WIS M A AT Ik S%

Fazzerietal. (1988)#-tc A 2 2 @ A" 2 F i & » B FIRAF R ch> P HRL &0
Gdf ] > A7 S PR T - g e TR E RS F B Hu and
Schiantarelli (1998) ¢4 4 = & RAAR | > H 2 7975 fER5 B¢ ol $ > s b0

TWREE2 A4 o AR NEMBENEIR AR  Flt 0 RA 22 2F ASRE oo R

551«;‘,“4 o



- AR p;.?“e‘;%j ﬁ#ﬁ}i%\f’iﬁtii‘%)vli

A2 4R 1993 4 3 2000 £ 2 F WA T 0 P T 0L & fk K (60-69)% W F F(49)2 kA o o oh » ik i Drobetzetal. (2008) 74 12§ if 4 f (Dep) ; i L @
B(EBIT) ; 2 7 LH(LnTA) 5 & i 1 5 - (MB) 5 2 7 L H(LNTA) ; FA45h § B(FA); B 5 EF * (RD): MAAE(CH): A% f F ¢ i=sie(ind_ Med)i Sl NAr o
PART 284 2% BT U 1R KZ-Index S8 M T4 4% 57 fites - (Qif) ~ Mg 5 (CASH't) fofve 3 (TLTDIY ~ 3R &35 £ v 5 (CFit) ~ %A1z & & (TDIVQY) »
% if KZ-Index=0.283(Qi,t)-1.315(CASHi,)+3.139(TLTDIt)-1.002(CFi,)-39.368(TDIVL,) » 3+ 4 ) KZ f8ic» 175 2 P i\ UHILR A § I o k% % KZeIndex o | % 4271
2 30% - 40% 5 30%3% 5 5 5 m% (Low Financial constraints) + ¥ 7 '34]( Median Financial constraints){= & f& 7 *3#4]( High Financial constraints) - # i » %8 £ £ {4 T 1%
%IRRT IR D P2 b i BT HERL

Low Financial Constraints Median Financial Constraints High Financial Constraints

Variable Mean Median Std. Dev. Mean Median Std. Dev. Mean Median Std. Dev. High-Low
BTD 0.09 0.05 0.11 0.20 0.20 0.11 0.39 0.38 0.17 86.63  ***
BLD 0.07 0.03 0.10 0.16 0.17 0.11 0.34 0.33 0.16 82.11 Fkk
MTD 0.07 0.03 0.10 0.18 0.16 0.13 0.38 0.36 0.22 75.18  ***
MLD 0.05 0.02 0.08 0.15 0.13 0.12 0.33 0.31 0.20 73.75  ***
Dep 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.05 0.04 0.03 3.48  ***
EBIT 0.11 0.13 0.12 0.09 0.10 0.11 0.05 0.07 0.14 -19.20  ***
LnTA 6.84 6.57 1.81 7.33 7.32 1.75 7.38 7.37 1.68 12.67  ***
MB 1.81 1.53 1.14 1.72 1.30 1.25 1.67 1.08 1.66 -4.09  *x*
FA 0.26 0.22 0.18 0.31 0.25 0.22 0.32 0.27 0.22 12.87  ***
RD 0.04 0.01 0.06 0.03 0.01 0.06 0.03 0.00 0.07 -6.02  *x*
CF 0.06 0.07 0.09 0.03 0.05 0.08 0.00 0.02 0.11 -21.50  ***
Ind_Med_BTD 0.18 0.18 0.08 0.20 0.19 0.08 0.24 0.23 0.09 2552  *x*
Ind_Med_BLD 0.14 0.14 0.07 0.16 0.15 0.08 0.20 0.19 0.09 25.67  ***
Ind_Med_MTD 0.14 0.12 0.09 0.16 0.13 0.10 0.21 0.17 0.13 25.05  ***
Ind_Med_MLD 0.11 0.09 0.08 0.13 0.10 0.09 0.17 0.14 0.12 2536  ***
Obs. 3,381 4,509 3,381

LRk L RRR N w] 5 100% 5% » 1%2 BFE K B o
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{ SR HALARR 2 B R A EH AR R LT S G
gﬂ.ﬁf hooHd :d—},’\—«i\bLT#F‘Ié’H,{—:Ea' é‘f?,f;Li‘%:E\;ﬁj%_é‘f«F,*-‘;L::u,g?g_-,— 5%&
TEEB P EPHEDZAFFLTNET TR b EREG B2 B8

EPEIRFFFRAFTLY > R EPE

ﬁ’“t

\

FAAREE A G AR ARBRAES AR E AIE AA BH2 T o HRF
A J-,F#F%ji“r }iméﬂ o/{“,\z\—_ |Z>ane|,A\“%‘!:;.gc ,&%‘fr :l', ﬂ,:-é ,F, LL:: Lﬁ—r s F —g—
REEE ot (NI A A g P ”‘ ‘*f?&f{ @R A WL 034035042 2 0.44

WL R IE A A F 2 i# & 036~041-0452%2 050 ¥ > ## & Bergeretal. (1997)#73%

>‘I

AR CERE AR FIREERSPE gRY {Ff FiTE - B @ o 0t ¢h s Litov (2004) »
Klock et al. (2005)» zui RIZa Ao 2 @ Bgp PRI P AL EREF T 254
IR L 3 S PR G RS FERMAR RRRA BB FERER A W
Morellec et al. (2012)#L8L » 325 3 A5 & A 2138 O] 5 e B 427 » O P E 2 o
PHEREFLRY § G Fla ARER R

B¥F o ATAFEHEIAS A Z o B2 Panel A B % 4p4f i o &4 = PanelB %% ¥ >
P ARG R FADHEE R F G PR TAERARE 27 E AR
ARV AR ﬁuﬁ—g P-ik > &2 %% 053~057-~057 %2 0.62 2>+ 0.34~0.31~
0.45 2 0.44 - Myersand Majluf (1984) % 7= § 3 T 3l 7 ¥l 7 > 27 € o [ 30
TANER DG IF A L DEFAE 2 o Bharath etal. (2008) 3% Tt 2 $HFTE a0 F &

HEHE N A ED B %‘3 ‘J’ﬁ&_m, o FIM s AT INE R o F m‘ﬂ%]”"“%% ﬁ‘]‘;ﬁ;_m

SkEad LR e index £ g 7 * L ip 1k KZ- Index i 5 2 #p &% > o 30% ~ ¢ 40%% {s 30%4 %] 5
%32 & A (Strong Governance) ~ # 32 & 4 (Median Governance){r® 32 = * (Weak Governance) ; 4 7
*241( Low Financial Constraints) ~ # g 3 *34/( Median Financial Constraints){-® f 7 *341( High Financial
Constraints) & % % 4| o
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W 27 AREFARTET T L ERBEERLPE B2 B3 ahE A §
MG 2T EHBFIAFT AR REFETNFRT WP E pRT
MR FER LB E A P
AR R S B e N ﬁ;f?_ﬁ LSRR LA IIELS e A frin i AL AEF
FHERPRTAREAFERLBEA AR D FARRL L0 U F R
AEBFFRAUFELT S0 EAFEHER A Y S 0362041045 2 0.50 ¢ 053057
0.57 2 0.62 HiA N T HF2LFPEA AL A L by BAF2 2T HFT
ﬁ%*i?%¢“ZF’#ﬁﬁiéﬁé—ﬁ%ﬁﬁB%A.Aﬁggﬁ LT £
P IE A TR TR L 2 B » RAEEANRR IR L Y R 4 LR R

%‘{@ g—‘g@ "’W_; IR B j\%cbg}%lﬂ\]k;mg\.ij%A)mz 4.%1'7??-”713’3\'”"5 z&g){% .
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2z I REI A TR HEHDP

B%%iéﬁﬂﬁﬁaiﬁg

;2% 1993 & 3 2009 & 2. £ ®HT

/\V—);iyd’gﬁtlb E«fkbi\’é\lﬁ
ek R o - G-Index 2 KZ-Index

=

J\

.
F il

G-Index F#L kim 5 IRRC FHE > 1F5 o 2 RIL & KRR P4 Fﬂfﬂ—g
Ll ~
d @

£ ;g Ii L :%: N }g—"& é ]’% L _’%

ggw;;\,? S L_§3~Fg.ﬁi’ﬁ-3-7fmauiw?ff# B E
RERBEIAELGFY CEE S THERE AP RGP RT ALY LB EY R FR D

2‘&;%’ﬁ%$ﬁﬁiwm%ﬁ@%i¥@%iﬁio
I @T U5 KZ- Indexés‘@?#ﬁ»; L
,F—L‘VE'If:h szfpgt”g“ ﬁﬂz AR R
< 7] & 30% ~ 40%% 30%/17\ B|2K & MR IZ = & (Strong Governance)
¢ 32 & & (Median Governance)f- % i 32 = * (Weak Governance) ; g 7 *34](Low Financial constraints) ~ # g 3 '3
( Median Financial constraints) {8 g 7 "4 (High Financial constraints) o ¥t » § F 4 5 F 4 2tk o .f‘* FA IR
P HRY G e A o F BRI R 295 The two-stage model AT
SPRETARKP G E AL FRE CFFLFE
i*ﬁﬁ&

BamEw 1_5,5‘3;;;»? Yo ¥

FRHRFTABHEL LA AP 2P BFIAREP T AR ETERQ) -

Panel A: Agency Costs

Total Debt Ratio (BV)

Long-term Debt Ratio (BV)

Weak Median Strong Weak Median Strong
Contant 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
) 0.36 0.37 0.34 0.41 0.40 0.35
**kx *k* *kx *kx *kx *kx

N 3,381 4,509 3,381 3,381 4,509 3,381
Adj. R? 0.12 0.14 0.12 0.15 0.15 0.12
Market Total Debt Ratio (MV) Market Long-term Debt Ratio (MV)

Weak Median Strong Weak Median Strong
Contant 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
o 0.45 0.42 0.42 0.50 0.47 0.44
*kx *k*k *kk *k*k *kxk *k*k

N 3,381 4,509 3,381 3,381 4,509 3,381
Adj. R? 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.17 0.16 0.15

Panel B: Asymmetric Information

Total Debt Ratio (BV)

Long-term Debt Ratio (BV)

Low Median High Low Median High
Contant -0.01 -0.01 0.03 -0.01 -0.01 0.03
) 0.34 0.60 0.53 0.31 0.62 0.57
— r— - — — —
N 3,381 4,509 3,381 3,381 4,509 3,381
Adj. R? 0.23 0.28 0.22 0.22 0.29 0.23
Market Total Debt Ratio (MV) Market Long-term Debt Ratio (MV)
Low Median High Low Median High
Contant -0.01 -0.01 0.03 -0.01 -0.01 0.03
o 0.45 0.66 0.57 0.44 0.67 0.62
— —— — - . ——
N 3,381 4,509 3,381 3,381 4,509 3,381
Adj. R? 0.25 0.26 0.20 0.24 0.27 0.23

* Rk Rk w) % 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%z B E K o
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Korajczyk and Levy (2003) ~ L66f (2003) ~ Banerjee et al. (2004)%# Levy and Hennessy
(2007)z% % MAFRA- Kl T RWMERRBERR S L L PFF 2 - - 27 bR RER
ALY P HRGARRRT I REARPOPRTAAFN A F R AT AR
3 EE R - gt ¢h > Drobetz etal. (2006) ~ Cook etal. (2010) 3% i o> @ 45 1427 4 8 55 A e -
oA J““ PIRFASHEMIFERRT ¢+ 25 @ Hackbarth et al. (2006)% 3 & 7
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B oo
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B oo A u] % 040 ~ 042~ 047 2 0.50 $-3% 5 AE 1914 £ 0.29 ~ 0.33 ~ 0.38 2 0.42 - gt 2
Cook etal. (2010)+7 1 &5 % 4p - 3% o & % 35 FILY b wLi BB RMEARE R 0 JF
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A2 g% 1993 & 3 2009 £ 2. £ FAr B oo & FAL #%“f £ A F(60-69)E MY F (492 A o T3 A2 AT B R AR IERR i3 Cook etal. (2010)2% 3% 2. GDP =
~THHRY R G e o F # AR RE 4 The two-stage model & {7 B

£ (GDP) T 5 /2§ i dp o ¥4 > § f—F,f W R A ARG R ,':Pf ek s hEg KA ,’—E ek B B ,’—E Lok
BF AR R R 2 RGE S bR - R W L5 PAEBIT): 3 § &6 11 (MB): 2 @ RH(LnTA); F AP § E(FA): 224 o F[Dep): # #EF * (RD): & E
(CR); A% f @ iic(Ind_Med) % 2 P4 e ¥ ob o Lo » BB ORFRTCAEHEGCDP 2 L F A2 2P P RFTASH LB ES - HEFE D #F A2 H

Bl PR AR AR 7R A PRI RE DT SR RE)

Total Debt Ratio (BV) Long-term Debt Ratio (BV) Market Total Debt Ratio (MV) Market Long-term Debt Ratio (MV)
Recession Growth Recession Growth Recession Growth Recession Growth
Contant 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 -0.01 0.01 -0.01
) 0.29 0.40 0.33 0.42 0.38 0.47 0.42 0.50
*kk *kk —— —— *kk —— *kk ——
N 6,630 4,641 6,630 4,641 6,630 4,641 6,630 4,641
Adj. R? 0.10 0.14 0.12 0.14 0.11 0.15 0.14 0.17

xRk LR w0 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%z B E R o
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27 CHRAES AT TR HFEHLF

PHFABEAEER 2 BF

h 45 1003 &3 2000 E2 RGP &

ﬁ;ﬂ:?"’# #p“f“q‘ KZ-Index i éi@??]ﬁ’i}ﬁ FLos w5 f%' TE @ obb

%ﬂ—% #- G-Index 2 KZ-Index & -] @ ~ £t7] » & 30% ~ 40%3% 30% 4 =% ERLR RN %\(Strong Governance) NIV o 2N ﬁ\(Medlan GOVernance)frrs wm

¢ f 7 '341( Median Financial constraints)fe % s 3 *34( High FlnanC|aI constraints) » % 7 [ 57L& K AER A 5 =
A FFE P ART A J‘ﬂf##ﬁf BRI R

| i ¥ The two-stage model i& (7 B 1% & B fE\/PIPé

SRR R R

R e ETARIE o 1%
FIAR R A 3
Governance) ;

LA G R AR HAARR 0 R
L = LN R
FRACFLIFEFT CREGE S A¥

&gﬁﬂfﬁ\*ﬁmﬁiﬁ)

ﬁf%;Lg:
EA A |

AJE TR 2P AKD

s R i

i 7“4 ( Low Financial constraints) ~
RELSE S -

# AR

TR S EmA ¥(60-69)2 MY F
A

*(49)2 A -

s é’ fF, L&

Cf

SHEGE FE AR E

CF A

rlvgmfr?é,«*;b::
LR -F;» s R L PP e G v
ARG P RT AR P EER - BRFRE BT AR R RT AR

27574t GoIndex T4 %% 3 IRRC FALE » 75 27
SERE S A SN

~ G E

ﬁpé IF1 FL":
PP ARG T AR
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eak

+
G 2k N

&
W
* (W
5o

Total Debt Ratio (BV)

Long-term Debt Ratio (BV)

Agency Costs Weak Median Strong Weak Median Strong
Asymmetric Information Low High Low High Low High Low High Low High Low High
Contant -0.02 0.02 -0.02 0.02 -0.02 0.02 -0.01 0.02 -0.02 0.02 -0.01 0.02
o 0.49 0.46 0.42 0.52 0.44 0.43 0.57 0.47 0.45 0.55 0.45 0.38
—— —— —— — — — —— N—— — — — ——
N 1,691 1690 2,255 2,254 1,691 1,690 1,691 1,690 2,255 2,254 1,691 1,690
Adj. R? 0.26 0.23 0.24 0.23 0.30 0.22 0.23 0.25 0.25 0.24 0.29 0.20
Market Total Debt Ratio (MV) Market Long-term Debt Ratio (MV)
Agency Costs Weak Median Strong Weak Median Strong
Asymmetric Information Low High Low High Low High Low High Low High Low High
Contant -0.02 0.02 -0.02 0.02 -0.02 0.02 -0.01 0.02 -0.02 0.02 -0.02 0.02
) 0.60 0.59 0.49 0.55 0.57 0.48 0.66 0.53 0.53 0.59 0.57 0.50
— — — — — — — — — —— —— —
N 1,691 1690 2255 2,254 1,691 1,690 1,691 1,690 2,255 2,254 1,691 1,690
Adj. R? 0.26 0.21 0.23 0.20 0.33 0.17 0.21 0.26 0.26 0.22 0.34 0.18
* oy Rk ks ) 41006 ~ 5% ~ 1%z B F kO
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BV il ENY 4o AT oA MARTAIHFERAEAALS ZZH L

LR MARIE R AR > 25 RE A Panel BApin 0 23 c MAE S AR

B EER TR EHED 7T ASHEA S AL PN KT R B o R R B
BRI A T BEG 0 DERAFLR G 2 Ao B TR HEL 27D

#iE B d Rt & = PanelB 2 053057057 2 062 + < 3 0.57+0.63+0.57 2 0.65°
LT HBEERPEL G A Sk o

Pt R AT A S L R AT N R RES AR (RTAH
)RR B (RS A)E S o (0 Ry pE - fi
P BN EGE R BRI et okk oM AT Y A dI A A REET > TR
FHAAE PN FABEAFER G FHTLLE R RS AL ad Y BB
FlooANEHTAG HEREET 0 MRS ARG FHFBEE 1L ke fra
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AR R E AT AR ST > NI AT RSt A AR Bt ) RS A
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22 A RFRFBHLT 0 AESAHDF

PHRFARHEAFERZEE

A pxr 1093 # 3 2009 # 2 e b 2P E
Boens SR o

z,;'\

Governance) ; g 3 *24]( Low Financial constraints)

L dmA S5 AILA AR > UFH AR A F

f% N é fﬁ oo 7@_ 2 AR
BEEL ARG FLERYY S MARE

B AR 2 PR EI RGP R ARETERQ)

RT

A B ERA #(60-69)= W ¥ £ ¥(49)2 % A -
ﬁ’ﬁ?m#}IF]*E-szdeXgﬁ?%jl‘p’}"47\ | & |%]rf’§m ST A s 1;1 Lk
HIFE R A SR o 44 G-Index 2 KZ-Index & /| & = :}*E 71 > & 30% ~ 40%% 30%4 %[ 5 i %32 = A (Strong Governance) ~ ¥ %12 = & (Median Governance)fr & %32 = £
*41( Median Financial constraints){- % g 3 *341( High Financial constraints) - iz 7 e f
AP HFHNPRFT AR FRRZ LT PE 1
| i& ¥ The two-stage model i& {7 p -7 & . *T;&F’% B f;‘:w BIEE

ARG mlE S PSR LR

’ﬁ\lilbi:?pé\y

L_‘a;“f —F)»’j‘ffﬁfﬂ,au,‘i.
NPBED T A RS G DB

L RN
ELEE

27554y i Goindex 74 R 5 IRRC T - 75 27 &
MERBVFERIEFE BN KZ dpder 75 2
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NP RN T A

Total Debt Ratio (BV)

Long-term Debt Ratio (BV)

Asymmetric Information Low Median High Low Median High
Agency Costs Weak  Strong Weak  Strong Weak  Strong  Weak Strong Weak Strong Weak  Strong
Contant -0.02 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.05 0.02 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.04 0.02
o 0.43 0.30 0.61 0.65 0.57 0.78 0.44 0.24 0.66 0.64 0.63 0.73
— —— —— — — — —— N—— — — —— ——
N 1,690 1,691 2,254 2,255 1,690 1,691 1,690 1,691 2,254 2,255 1,690 1,691
Adj. R? 0.23 0.24 0.33 0.31 0.26 0.43 0.22 0.23 0.33 0.30 0.27 0.39
Market Total Debt Ratio (MV) Market Long-term Debt Ratio (MV)
Asymmetric Information Low Median High Low Median High
Agency Costs Weak  Strong Weak Strong Weak  Strong  Weak Strong Weak Strong Weak  Strong
Contant -0.02 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.04 0.02 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.04 0.02
) 0.49 0.44 0.62 0.73 0.57 0.76 0.50 0.42 0.67 0.70 0.65 0.76
- — —— — — — — — N — — N—
N 1,690 1,691 2,254 2,255 1,690 1,691 1,690 1,691 2,254 2,255 1,690 1,691
Adj. R? 0.23 0.26 0.25 0.30 0.20 0.33 0.25 0.24 0.28 0.28 0.24 0.31
* LRk ks ) 41006 ~ 5% ~ 1%z B F kO o
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2 1 ARARARWERRREIP P HRTIAZEIFERLBE

M2 gr 1993 £ % 2009 £ 2 EReT bR o & TR #U,% & & ¥ (60-69) REEEA@Y2 A 27 e 2iptk G-Index F# kiR i IRRC FHE » T3 o &7 I A48
B R o - G-Index d ] @ & 7] ik 30% ~ 40% 2 30%4 W[K 5 K32 2 & (Strong Governance) ~ ¢ % 32 = & (Median Governance){r & 32 = & (Weak Governance) - 4
ERMEARRLS LA LERIAFE L Ep s SR AEAARRE  NFEH AR A RMEARR I RT AR EAFER LI IPE /Y RS
PG G R kG BB R R B B R B BRI R e fE e #0295 Thetwo-stage model & {7 B AR A B A FR R 2 RIGE 0 b E - PR MR
L FA S RGN PR TARPRE SRR FLEERY CRENE S AFE R BRI P RHERE A AN P AP P RTARE L BB
R D FF ARSI RGP BT AL LI R 2P AR IR BT AREIERO)

Total Debt Ratio (BV) Long-term Debt Ratio (BV)
Macroeconomics Growth Recession Growth Recession
Agency Costs Strong Median Weak Strong Median Weak Strong Median Weak Strong Median Weak
Contant 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
o 0.40 0.42 0.47 0.31 0.36 0.32 0.40 0.46 0.48 0.34 0.40 0.42
*kx *k%x *kk *kk *k*k *kk *k*k *kk *k*k *k*k *k*x *k*x
N 1,393 1,855 1,393 1,989 2,652 1,989 1,393 1,855 1,393 1,989 2,652 1,989
Adj. R? 0.12 0.12 0.18 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.11 0.13 0.18 0.12 0.14 0.18
Market Total Debt Ratio (MV) Market Long-term Debt Ratio (MV)
Macroeconomics Growth Recession Growth Recession
Agency Costs Strong Median Weak Strong Median Weak Strong Median Weak Strong Median Weak
Contant -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01
o 0.53 0.45 0.53 0.36 0.43 0.44 0.50 0.52 0.54 0.39 0.48 0.51
—— —— —— —— —— —— —— —— —— —— —— ——
N 1,393 1,855 1,393 1,989 2,652 1,989 1,393 1,855 1,393 1,989 2,652 1,989
Adj. R? 0.15 0.12 0.18 0.11 0.14 0.10 0.14 0.15 0.19 0.13 0.17 0.15

*o Kk Rk w) L 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%z B EF K HE o
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AACFTRAIHEFAANEARBF TP RTIAGEAFERZEF
A g 1993&;20094&73:@% b \u?w,;ﬂufz%ﬁmi(aoag)ﬁ FE@9)2 o BT U 41 KZIndex 5B M a3 FAL A B 57 HtEG v TR A o
fofdoe xﬂﬁ:—zwr’i A EFE 8 .Kziﬂ&wrwﬁﬁﬂ“w %E_Bim/»\ BRI o - KZ-Index d /] @ % 7] 5 ik 30% ~ 40%% 30%A % 4 ﬁﬁ”‘“”ﬁ:(Low
Financial constraints) ~ # g F *341( Median Financial constraints){- % f& 7 *34]( High Financial constraints) - L 2 @ gHFER L 2 EARF L E R A L L poh s 2 P RT p
AR NFEHRT U AMEARR P RTASEAFER 2R IBT /Y RV F RS GERGRE G kg BB EFF 3 BN ,F Lk B ok
g e i o F MR 23 Thetwo-stage model i& 7 P R F AR A FE R 2 RIE - 25 - BE BT L0 P 3 Jitka b =0 L ﬁ‘ﬁ#ﬁﬂ A ) «;;pnp ;
FIEREFT IREMEIAFLGF Y CEISPHERE AR PRI RT AR L BB CHAFE BT AREL RGP BT AL LI AR S ONE
IhE P BET AR HEAQG) -
Total Debt Ratio (BV) Long-term Debt Ratio (BV)

Macroeconomics Growth Recession Growth Recession
Asymmetric Information Low Median High Low Median High Low Median High Low  Median High
Contant -0.02 -0.01 0.03 -0.01 -0.01 0.03 -0.02 -0.01 0.03 0.00 -0.01 0.03
) 0.50 0.71 0.59 0.32 0.53 0.51 0.48 0.70 0.60 0.29 0.58 0.56

*k%x *k*k *k*k *kk *k*k *kk *kxk *k*k *kxk *k*k *k*k *k*k
N 1,393 1,855 1,393 1,989 2,652 1,989 1,393 1,855 1,393 1,989 2,652 1,989
Adj. R? 0.37 0.39 0.26 0.28 0.26 0.22 0.27 0.38 0.24 0.27 0.26 0.24

Market Total Debt Ratio (MV) Market Long-term Debt Ratio (MV)

Macroeconomics Growth Recession Growth Recession
Asymmetric Information Low Median High Low Median High Low Median High Low  Median High
Contant -0.02 -0.02 0.02 -0.01 0.00 0.04 -0.02 -0.02 0.02 -0.01 -0.01 0.03
) 0.60 0.74 0.68 0.40 0.64 0.56 0.62 0.71 0.70 0.40 0.69 0.61

**kx *k* **k*%* **kx **k* *kx *kx **k* *kx *k*x *kx *k*x
N 1,393 1,855 1,393 1,989 2,652 1,989 1,393 1,855 1,393 1,989 2,652 1,989
Adj. R? 0.34 0.33 0.25 0.32 0.23 0.16 0.24 0.33 0.27 0.36 0.25 0.19
* Lk L kR 0] L0100 ~ 5% ~ 1%2. B K E o
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